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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-16 are presented for examination. 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "child containment, 
the wire defining the periphery of a pet containment area" must be shown or the 
feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of 
the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-16 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 1 , 
delete "the" in line 1 after "utilizing" and substitute by —a — ; claim 1, line 2 delete "the" 
after "defining"; claim 1, line 2, insert — : after "comprising"; claim 1, line 5, delete 

' "the" after "receiving"; claim 1 , line 7, delete "the" before "operation"; Claim 2, the 
phrase "capability of in lines 2 and 4 is not a positive limitation but only require the 
ability to so perform. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10-16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Osborne et al. (US 6,650,241 ) in view of Law (US 5,812,056). 

Regarding claim 1, Osborne discloses a child containment, 
communication and locating system utilizing the wire defining the periphery of a 
pet containment area (fig. 1; abstract) comprising: at least one child monitoring 
module worn by the child whose movement is to be monitored (plurality of 
transmitters worn by the monitored individuals within a predefined perimeter area 
surrounded by a perimeter loop antenna) (abstract; col. 3, lines 26-35); at least 
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one child monitoring module including means for receiving the signal applied to 
the wire defining of the pet containment area (fig. 1 ; abstract; col. 3, lines 29-40)? 

Osborne discloses all the limitations above but fails to explicitly disclose a 
control unit including a transceiver device. 

Law discloses a control unit (microprocessor 30) (fig. 1 , ref. 30) including a 
transceiver device (child transceiver 100) (fig. 1; col. 5, lines 45-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Law's transceiver unit in Osborne 
in order to ensure a reliable communication between the guardian and the child 
units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance or simply 
out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 2, Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 1 
and Law further discloses one child monitoring module has the capability of 
communicating with transceiver device in control unit transceiver device in 
control unit has the capability of communicating with transceiver device in at least 
one child monitoring module (col. 4, lines 37-64). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate Law's transceiver unit in Osborne in order to ensure a reliable 
communication between the guardian and the child units to detect accurately 
when a child strays beyond a preset distance or simply out of sight for the safety 
purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 
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Regarding claim 3, Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 1 
and Law further discloses one child monitoring module communicates with 
transceiver device within control unit via a radio frequency band and transceiver 
device in control unit communicates with transceiver device in at least one child 
monitoring module via radio frequency band (fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 37-67). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate Law's transceiver unit in Osborne in 
order to ensure a reliable communication between the guardian and the child 
units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance or simply 
out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 4, Osborne discloses one child monitoring module 
includes means for detecting a signal on the wire defining the periphery of the pet 
containment area (abstract). 

Regarding claim 5, Osborne discloses the detection of a signal on the wire 
defining the periphery of the pet containment area by detecting means causes at 
least one child monitoring module to communicate with control unit via 
transceiver device in at least one child monitoring module and transceiver device 
in control unit (col. 3, lines 4-55). 

Regarding claim 6, Osborne discloses one repeater device (self-diagnostic 
module 39) (col. 4, lines 39-40) which receives and retransmits signals from at least one 
child monitoring module to extend the transmission and reception range of at least one 
child monitoring module (fig. 2-fig. 3; col. 4, lines 39-55). 
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Regarding claim 7, Osborne discloses an auxiliary power unit (back up 
battery) (col. 4, line 44) to increase the level of signals to and from at least one child 
monitoring module (col. 4, lines 39-48). 

Regarding claim 10, Osborne and Law discloses all the limitations in claim 
1 and Law further discloses means for detecting when at least one child 
monitoring module is stationary indicating that at least one child monitoring 
module has been removed by the child whose movements are being monitored 
(col. 6, lines 9-11). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Law in 
Osborne in order to ensure a reliable communication between the guardian and 
the child units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance 
or simply out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 
1 and Law further discloses means for transmitting a message from the child to control 
unit (the child unit transmitting status information to the guardian unit 200) (col. 6, lines 
43-45). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Law in Osborne in order to 
process a higher information with a cleaner signal between the guardian and the child 
units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance or simply out of 
sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 12, Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 
1 and Law further discloses means for receiving a message from control unit (the child 
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unit 100 has received a signal from the guardian unit 200) (col. 8, lines 56-58). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Law in Osborne in order to process a higher 
information with a cleaner signal between the guardian and the child units to detect 
accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance or simply out of sight for the 
safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 13, Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 
1 and Law further discloses means for transmitting a message to at least one child 
monitoring module (the child unit 100 has received a signal from the guardian unit 200) 
(col. 8, lines 56-58). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Law in Osborne in 
order to process a higher information with a cleaner signal between the guardian and 
the child units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance or 
simply out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 14, Osborne and law disclose all the limitations in claim 1 
and Law further discloses means for receiving a message from at least one child 
monitoring module (the child unit transmitting status information to the guardian unit 
200) (col. 6, lines 43-45). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Law in 
Osborne in order to process a higher information with a cleaner signal between the 
guardian and the child units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset 
distance or simply out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 
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Regarding claim 15, Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 
1 and Law further discloses means for transmitting a message to at least one child 
monitoring module (the child unit 100 has received a signal from the guardian unit 200) 
(col. 8, lines 56-58). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Law in Osborne in 
order to process a higher information with a cleaner signal between the guardian and 
the child units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset distance or 
simply out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 

Regarding claim 16, Osborne and law disclose all the limitations in claim 1 
and Law further discloses means for receiving a message from at least one child 
monitoring module (the child unit transmitting status information to the guardian unit 
200) (col. 6, lines 43-45). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Law in 
Osborne in order to process a higher information with a cleaner signal between the 
guardian and the child units to detect accurately when a child strays beyond a preset 
distance or simply out of sight for the safety purposes as taught by Law (abstract). 



5. Claims 8-9, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Osborne (US 6,650,241) in view of Law (US 5,812,056) as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Caste Ion et al. (US 5,714,932). 

Regarding claim 8, Osborne and law disclose all the limitations in claim 1 
but fail to explicitly disclosejmeans to determine the direction of travel of the child 
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wearing at least one child monitoring module after the child has crossed the wire 
defining the periphery of the pet containment area. 

However, Castellon discloses means to determine the direction of travel of 
the child wearing at least one child monitoring module after the child has crossed the 
wire defining the periphery of the pet containment area (col. 13, lines 49-55, col. 6, lines 
60-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Castellon in Osborne 
and Law. Doing so would have provided the system with the capability of determining 
accurately the whereabouts of a child for the safety purposes as taught by Castellon 
(col. 2, lines 8-31). 

Regarding claim 9, Osborne and Law disclose all the limitations in claim 1 
but fail to explicitly disclose means for determining the distance of the child from control 
unit after the child wearing at least one child monitoring module has crossed the wire 
defining the periphery of the containment area. 

However, Castellon discloses means for determining the distance of the 
child from control unit after the child wearing at least one child monitoring module has 
crossed the wire defining the periphery of the containment area (col. 11, lines 12-30; 
col. 12, lines 20-31). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Castellon in Osborne and 
Law. Doing so would have provided the system with the capability of determining 
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accurately the whereabouts, of a child for the safety purposes as taught by Castellon 
(col. 2, lines 8-31). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Azizi et al. (US 5,525,967) discloses a system and method for tracking and 

locating an object. 

Crabtree et al. (US 6,788,199) discloses an article locator system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Previl whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2971 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Daniel Previl 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2636 

DP 

January 31, 2004. 




